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Indicator random effects on covariate coefficients
For monitoring indicators, for age, all indicators have a similar effect with small variation. There is however, a large variation between indicators in the effect of polypharmacy. So much that M3 and M4 seem to have opposite effects compared with M1 and M2. Also, the fixed effect of polypharmacy is no longer significant. This result needs to be interpreted with caution as it might be an artefact of classification levels of polypharmacy used in this study. Figure 2 shows indicator effects on the coefficient of polypharmacy when the latter is grouped using two categories only: [0, 5] and > 5.
Here, the fixed effect of polypharmacy is significant, that is, higher number of medications is associated with less monitoring failures. Conclusions about practice IMD and whether a practice is a training practice from the main text are not affected by adding variable indicator effects into the models. We can see that M3 has the highest effect on practice IMD covariate. The effect of gender seems to be driven by M1. Table 1 shows odds ratios when polypharmacy is defined as the number of drugs with at least two electronic records on different days within the last six months. There are no substantial differences in the resulting odds ratios compared with the polypharmacy defined over the last twelve months in the main text. 
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